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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: IDS filed on 10/09/2001 and application 
filed on 04/27/2001. 

2. Claims 1-16 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 7 and 12-16 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

(b) This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the 
time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the 
obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly 
owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



4. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bergstedt, US 6,750,886 Bl, filed 01/22/2001. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Bergstedt teaches the steps of: 

- determining if a whole page can be rendered in one instance within the browser GUI 
on the display screen (Bergstedt, background; col.2, lines 48-59; determining if a 
whole page can be displayed on the entire screen or on a portion of screen); 

- rendering the whole page in at least two portions if it is determined that the page can 
not be rendered in the one instance (Bergstedt, background; col.2, lines 48-59; 
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rendering whole page in portions; subsequent portions are displayed when receiving a 
signal); 

- visually identifying content at a boundary of each portion of the page (Bergstedt, col. 
col.2, lines 48-59; figures 3a-3e; visual cue identifies at least one last lines of each 
portion); 

- redisplaying the visually identified content in conjunction with a rendering of an 
adjacent portion of the page (Bergstedt, col.2, lines 48-59 and figures 3a-3e; 
displaying the visual cue with subsequent page). 

Bergstedt does not explicitly disclose displaying the visual cue when each portion is 
rendered. However, Bergstedt teaches displaying an arrow point to a last of lines or a first of 
lines (Bergstedt, col.4, lines 33-36). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Bergstedt to display arrow visual cue when each portion is 
rendered, since the arrow visual cue would have allowed the user recognizes where is the end 
or/and beginning of each portion. 

Regarding dependent claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Bergstedt teaches the 
limitations of claim 1 as explained above. Bergstedt teaches wherein the content at a boundary is 
one of a) at least one word, b) at least one line, and c) at least one sentence, at an ending of each 
portion which precedes another portion (Bergstedt, col.2, lines 48-59; figures 3a-3e and 
corresponding text). 
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Regarding dependent claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Bergstedt teaches the 
limitations of claim 1 as explained above. Bergstedt teaches wherein the content at boundary is 
one of a) at least one word, b) at least one line, and c) at least one sentence, at a beginning of 
each portion which antecedes another portion (Bergstedt, col.2, lines 48-59; col.4, lines 52-55; 
figures 3a-3e and corresponding text). 

Regarding dependent claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Bergstedt teaches the 
limitations of claim 1 as explained above. Bergstedt teaches wherein visually identifying 
comprises at least one of highlighting, making bold, italicizing, shading, inserting a marker, and 
separating by least one of a visual line, a space, a line space (Bergstedt, col.2, lines 48-59; col.4, 
lines 15-30 and figures 3a-3e). 

Regarding dependent claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Bergstedt teaches the 
limitations of claim 1 as explained above. Bergstedt teaches wherein redisplaying the visually 
identified content in conjunction with a rendering of an adjacent portion of the page is in 
response to at least one of a page up selection and a page down selection (Bergstedt, background, 
summary; col.2, lines 40-59 and coll, lines 36-67; a subsequent page (portion) with visual cue is 
displayed in response to a signal from a mouse of key board such as page up and/or page down 
key operation). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Bergstedt to provides many different tools, such as click 
on the page, using scroll bar or page up/down key to interact with the web page, since such tools 
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allow the user to using either mouse or keyboard to manipulate the web page as Bergstedt 
suggested. 

Regarding dependent claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Bergstedt teaches the 
limitations of claim 1 as explained above. Bergstedt teaches wherein each portion rendered 
contains some content from an adjacent portion (Bergstedt, col.2, lines 48-59 and figures 3a-3e). 

Claims 7-11 are for a computer system performing the method of claims 1-5, 
respectively and are rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 12, the claim incorporates substantially similar subject 
matter as claim 7, and is rejected along the same rationale. Bergstedt teaches a processor, 
memory, a display, a browser program stored in the memory and executable by the processor 
having instruction means for rendering a web page display (Bergstedt, fig. 1 ; col.2, 26-27; col.2, 
line 40 - col.3, line 19; col.3, lines 61-66). 

Claim 13 is for a computer program, embodied in a readable medium performing the 
method of claim 1, and is rejected under the same rationale. 

5. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bergstedt, US 6,750,886 Bl, filed 01/22/2001 as applied to claim 1, 7, and 13 above, and 
further in view of Maeda, US 2001/0054049 Al, filed 12/2000. 
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Regarding independent claims 14-16, the claims incorporates substantially similar 
subject matter as claims 1, 7, and 13, and are rejected along the same rationale. Bergstedt teaches 
browser used to display web page from the Internet (Bergstedt, col.l, lines 21-25, lines 40-46; 
and col.3, lines 64-67). However, Bergstedt does not explicitly disclose the step of "receiving a 
requested Web page over a network from a server". 

Maeda teaches receiving a requested Web page over a network from a server (Maeda, 
page 6, paragraph 79). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Maeda and Bergstedt to provide a browser to display a 
web page from the Internet as Bergstedt disclosed. It is also noted that a browser is for 
controlling display of the web page from either Intranet server or Internet server was well known 
in the art at the time the invention was made. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Cohen et al., US 2003/0059758 Al, filed 02/2001, teaches enhanced reading system and 
method. 

Pearson et al., US 5,494,268, filed 1993, teaches display system for GCU maintenance 
information. 

Bates et al., US 6,049,334, filed 1993, teaches method for graphically indicating the 
activity of a plurality of users within a shared data collection. 
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Kraft, US 5,870,767, filed 1996, teaches method for rendering hyperlink information in a 
printable medium from a graphical user interface. 

Suzuki, US 6,370,536 Bl, teaches information management apparatus and information 
management program recording medium for compressing paragraph information. 

Paleiov, US 2002/0191005 Al, filed 06/2001, teaches visual cue for on-screen scrolling. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thu V Huynh whose telephone number is 703-305-9774. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen S Hong can be reached on 703-308-5465. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 
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